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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 6-12 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form because a 
multiple dependent claim should refer too other claims in the alternative and cannot depend 
from any other multiple dependent claim. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, Examiner will 
assume claims 6-12 are dependent on claim 1. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Ciaim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described In a printed publication In this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale In this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent In the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-8 and 10,11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Schmidt et al.( US Pg.Pub. - 2005/0229530) 

a. Consider claim 1, Schmidt discloses a composite structure comprising a metal 
insert (1, fig. 3) having a shaped core (fig. 3) of chosen profile, possessing two 
opposed marginal regions ( Fig. 3) and also a plastic reinforcement (7, fig.1) over 
molded on at least part of the insert, characterized in that the core (12) of the insert 
includes at least one deep-drawn portion (3, fig. 1) which extends in a generally 
transverse direction with respect to at least one of the marginal regions of the core, and 
in that the reinforcement includes at least one reinforcing element (7, fig.3 ) which 
covers the deep-drawn portion of the insert and which connects two end regions of the 
reinforcement covering the two marginal regions (near5, fig.3 ) of the core , respectively. 
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b. Consider claim 2, Schmidt disclosed the composite structure as claimed in claim 
1, characterized in that the deep-drawn portion () is a groove (fig.2), and in that the 
reinforcing element is a rib (7, fig.1) which is accommodated in the groove (3). 

c. Consider claim 3, the composite structure as claimed in claim 1 , characterized in 
that the deep-drawn portion is a rib (3,fig.4) and in that the reinforcing element is a rib (7) 
which covers the rib (3, fig.5). 

d. Consider claim 4, Schmidt discloses the composite structure as claimed in claim 
1, characterized in that the deep-drawn portion forms on the one hand, a groove (3, 
fig.1 defined a "a long narrow channel or depression" by Mirriam-Webster's 
dictionary ) which emerges on one face of the core and, on the other hand, a rib ( 7, 
fig. 3) which emerges on another face of the core, and in that the reinforcing element 
forms, on one side, a first rib (7, fig.3) which covers the groove (3, fig.1 ) of the insert 
andj_on the other side, a second nb (3,fig. 2) which covers the rib (3) of the insert. 

e. Consider claim 5, 6 Schmidt discloses the composite structure as claimed in one 
of claims 1, characterized in that the core of the insert has an open profile (fig.2) in 
particular a U-shaped profile, with an internal face (5, fig.3) and an external face (4, 
fig. 2) and in that the deep-drawn portion is formed on the internal face of the core, (at 1, 
fig.2). 

f. Consider claim 7 Schmidt discloses, the composite structure as claimed in one of 
claims 1 characterized in that at least one of the end regions of the reinforcement is 
arranged in the form of a lip ( at 5, fig. 5) which covers a marginal region of the core. 
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g. Consider claim 8, Schmidt discloses the composite structure as claimed in one of 
claims 1 , characterized in that at least one of the end regions of the reinforcement is 
arranged in the form of a notched edge (1 0 at 1 1 , fig.4). 

h. Consider claim 10, Schmidt discloses the composite structure as claimed in one 
of claims 1, characterized in that the deep-drawn portion of the insert extends from one 
of the marginal regions of the core to the other (fig.3). 

i. Consider ciaim 1 1 , Schmidt discloses the composite structure as claimed in one 
of claims 1, characterized in that the deep-drawn portion extends over part (fig.4. para 
.0023) the core between the marginal regions of the core. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the Invention was made. 

4. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schmidt. 

a. Consider claim 9, Schmidt fails to disclose the reinforcement is arranged in the 

form of a raised edge. It is common knowledge in the art to have raised edge on a 

composite structure. Applicant may seasonally challenge, for the official record in this 

application, this and any other statement of judicial notice in timely manner in response 

to this office action. Please specify the exact statement to be challenged. Applicant is 

reminded, with respect to the specific challenge put forth, of the duty of disclosure under 
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Rule 56 to disclose material which is pertinent to patentability including claim rejections 
challenged by applicant. 

5. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schmidt in View 

of Bauhoff (WO 02/068258). 

j. Consider claim 12, Schmidt discloses the composite structure as claimed in one 
of claims 1 , that it forms an integral part of at least one element of a motor vehicle front 
face. However, Bauhoff disclose a composite structure that forms an integral front end 
module platform. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to modify apparatus in claim 1 taught by Schmidt with front 
end module taught by Bauhoff to achieve a high strength support for headlamps. 
Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to PINEL E. ROMAIN whose telephone number is (571)270-7013. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday -Thursday From 7:30 am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenn Dayoan can be reached on 571-272-6659. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Dennis H. Pedder/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3612 

/PINEL E ROMAIN/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3612 



